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Abstract—Dramatic mobile data traffic growth has spurred a well designed to balance traffic loads and thus to fully eiplo
dense deployment of small cell base stations (SCBSs). Smadlls  the capacity potential of HetNet.
enhance the spectrum efficiency and thus enlarge the capagit | order to maximize network utilities, balancing traffic

of mobile networks. Although SCBSs consume much less power . I

than macro BSs (MBSs) do, the overall power consumption of a loads re_quwes CO‘?rd'”a“O” amon.g _BSS' The den;e dgpldymen
|arge number of SCBSs is phenomena|_ As the energy hawesgn Of BSS in HetNet increases the d|ff|CU|ty on COOI’dInatIng BSS
technology advances, base stations (BSs) can be powered byfo address this issue, software-define radio access network
green energy to alleviate the on-grid power consumption. Fo (SoftRAN) architecture[[2] has been proposed. SoftRAN en-
mobile networks with high BS density, wraffic load balancing 5465 coordinated radio resource management in the central
is critical in order to exploit the capacity of SCBSs. To fuly . - .

utilize harvested energy, it is desirable to incorporate tle green ized COI’].tI’O| plane with a global v.|ev.v of netvyork resourC(_es
energy utilization as a performance metric in traffic load ba- and traffic loads. The user association algorithm levegagin
ancing strategies. In this paper, we have proposed a trafficohd the SoftRAN architecture is desired for future mobile netwo
balancing framework that strives a balance between network \ith an extremely dense BS deployment.

utilities, e.g., the average traffic delivery latency, and lie green Owing to the direct impact of greenhouse gases on the earth

energy utilization. Various properties of the proposed franework . t and the climate ch th i
have been derived. Leveraging the software-defined radio aess €hvIronmentand the ciimateé change, theé energy consumption

network architecture, the proposed scheme is implementedsa Of Information and Communications Technology (ICT) is

a virtually distributed algorithm, which significantly red uces the becoming an environmental and thus social and economic

communication overheads between .USBI'S and BSS.. The simuitat  jssye. Mobile networks are among the major energy hoggers of

results show that the proposed traffic load balancing framewrk o mmynjcation networks, and their contributions to thebglo

enables an adjustable trade-off between the on-grid power S . .

consumption and the average traffic delivery latency, and sas e_nergy consumptlon |.ncrease rap'dly' Therefore, greemog

a considerable amount of on_grid power, e.g., 30%, at a costfo b||e netWOI‘kS IS CI’UCIa| to redUCIng the Carbon fOOtprIntS (0]

only a small increase, e.g., 8%, of the average traffic delivg ICT. Although SCBSs consume less power than macro BSs

latency. (MBSs), the number of SCBSs will be orders of magnitude
larger than that of MBSs for a wide scale network deployment.
Hence, the overall power consumption of such a large number

|. INTRODUCTION of SCBSs will be phenomenal. Greening HetNets have thus

Proliferation of wireless devices and bandwidth greeo%ﬁracwd tremendous research effars 3], [4].

applications drive the exponential growth of mobile dagdfic As energy h_arvestin_g technologies adva_nce, green energy
Eggh as sustainable biofuels, solar and wind energy can be

that leads to a continuous surge in capacity demands acr L ’

mobile networks. Heterogeneous network (HetNet) is one B?l'ze_d to power BSﬂS]. '!'elecommumcatlo_n companiesisuc

the key technologies for enhancing mobile network capaoityalS Ericsson and NOk'a, Siemens have designed green energy

satisfy the capacity demands [1]. In HetNet, low-power bagé)wered BSs for mobile _networkEI [6]. By adopting green

stations referred to as small cell base stations (SCBSs) §RET9Y Powered BSs, mobile network operators (MNOs) may
ther save on-grid power consumption and thus reduce thei

densely deployed to enhance the spectrum efficiency of - 4 ) h o
network and thus increase the network capacity. Owing to tﬁéDQ emissions. However, since the green energy generation Is
not stable, green energy may not be a reliable energy source

disparate transmit powers and base station (BS) capabijliti X .
traditional user association metrics such as the signal-ﬁr mobile networks._ Therefore, futu_re mob|Ie.networks are
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) and the receiveghai Ikely to adopt hybrid energy S“F_’P"e& on-grid power anq

strength-indication (RSSI) may lead to a severe traffic log&en energy. Green energy is utilized to reduce the on-grid

imbalance[[l]. Hence, user association algorithms shoald power consumptloq _and thus reduce 6, emissions while
on-grid power is utilized as a backup power source.

This work was supported in part by NSF under grant no. CNS3181 In HetNets with hybrid energy suppllies, the Utilizat_ion
and no. CNS-1320468. of green energy should be integrated into user association
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metrics to optimize the green energy usage. For instandés whn the LTE system, there are three types of handover pro-
balancing traffic loads, MNOs may enable BSs with sufficiemedures: Intra-LTE handover, Inter-LTE handover, andrinte
green energy to serve more traffic loads while reducing tfRAT (radio access technology) handoverl[11]. There are two
traffic loads of BSs consuming on-grid powgr [7]. The traffigvays to trigger handover procedures. The first one is “Networ
load balancing with the consideration of green energy m&waluated” in which the network triggers handover procedur
not maximize network utilities such as the network capacignd makes handover decisions. The other one is “Mobile
and the traffic delivery latency. Therefore, a trade-offden Evaluated” in which a user triggers the handover procedure
the green energy utilization and network utilities shoull band informs the network about the handover decision. Based
carefully evaluated in balancing traffic loads among BSs. bn the radio resource status, the network decides whether
addition, as a result of the trade-off, users’ utilitiestsus to approve the user's handover request. In 4G and LTE
data rates and the service latency may be decreased be¢ausetworks, a hybrid approach is usually implemented where a
the consideration of green energy in the traffic load batanci user measures parameters of the neighboring cells andsepor
Thus, users may not cooperate in the traffic load balancimg. Ehe results to the network. The network makes the handover
example, a distributed user association algorithm maylevo decision based on the measurements. Here, the network can
multiple interactions between users and BSs and requins usgéecide which parameters should be measured by users.
to report their measurements to BSd [€]] [9]. Seeking to Aligning with the above procedures, various traffic load
improve their own utilities, they may not report the corredbalancing algorithms have been proposed to optimize the
information to BSs. Therefore, it is desirable to hide BSsietwork utilities. The most practical traffic load balargin
energy information from users to avoid counterfeit reports approach is the cell range expansion (CRE) technique that
In this paper, we propose a virtually distributed user abiases users’ receiving SINRs or data rates from some BSs
sociation scheme that leverages the SoftRAN concept. \Ieeprioritize these BSs in associating with usérs| [12]. Gyin
generate virtual users and virtual BSs (vBSs) in the radio the transmit power difference between MBSs and SCBSs,
access networks controller (RANC) to emulate a distributed large bias is usually given to SCBSs to offload users to
user association solution that requires iterative usarcasison small cells [1]. By applying CRE, a user associates with the
adjustments between users and BSs. This scheme runs the B§efrom which the user receives the maximum biased SINR
association optimization in the RANC, and thus significantlor data rate. Although CRE is simple, it is challenging to
reduces the communication overhead over the air interface derive the optimal bias for BSs. Singtt al. [13] provided a
this scheme, users report their downlink data rates cakulilacomprehensive analysis on traffic load balancing using CRE
based on perceived SINRs via an associating BS to tieeHetNet. The authors investigated the selection of the bia
RANC where traffic loads from individual users and BSs anealue and its impact on the SINR coverage and the downlink
measured. The RANC optimizes the BS operation status thiate distribution in HetNet.
reflects the price for a user to access a BS. The user assaociati The traffic load balancing problem can also be modeled as
is determined by the BS operation status and the use&si optimization problem and solved by convex optimization
downlink data rates. The proposed scheme, in determiniaig ugpproaches. Yet al. [8] modeled the traffic load balancing
association, allows an adaptable trade-off between n&twgroblem as a utility maximization problem and developed dis
utilities, e.g., the average traffic delivery latency anel ¢ineen tributed user association algorithms based on the primal-d
energy utilization. Meanwhile, running the user assooiati decomposition. Kimet al. [14] proposed anv-optimal user
within the RANC avoids leaking energy information to usersissociation algorithm to achieve flow level load balancing u
As a result, users have no obvious incentives to counterfé@r spatially heterogeneous traffic distribution. The pssa
reports. Based on the above features, we name the propaglgdrithm may maximize different network utilities, e.the
user association scheme as vGAlAtualized Green energy traffic latency and the network throughput, by properlyingtt
Aware andLatencyAware user associati¢h the value ofa. In addition, game theory has been exploited to
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sectignodel and solve the traffic load balancing problems. Aryafar
M we briefly review related works. In Sectién]ill, we defineet al. [15] modeled the traffic load balancing problem as
the system model and formulate the user association probl@mcongestion game in which users are the players and user
Section IV presents the VGALA scheme. Secfidn V discussassociation decisions are the actions.
the practicality of the VGALA scheme. Sectibnl VI shows the The above solutions, though effectively balance the traffic
simulation results, and concluding remarks are presemtedl@ads to maximize the network utilities, do not consider the
Sectior V1. green energy utilization as a performance metric in batanci
traffic loads. As green energy technologies advance, pageri
BSs with green energy is a promising solution to save on-grid
Il. RELATED WORKS power and reduce the carbon footprinfs [5]. It is desirable

Balancing traffic loads in HetNet has been extensivelf "€cognize green energy as one of the performance metrics

studied in recent year5 [10]. In mobile networks, trafficdea When balancing the traffic loads. Zhet al. [16] proposed a

among BSs is balanced by executing handover procedufé@ndover parameter tuning algorithm for target cell s&ect
and a power control algorithm for coverage optimization to

1The initial idea about green energy aware and latency awsee associ- guide mobile.use.rs to acce_ss the BSs with renewable energy
ation was presented at GLOBECOM 2013 [9]. supply. Considering a mobile network powered by multiple



energy sources, Han and Ansari [7] proposed to optimize ttie jth BS and the user at locatian Here, the channel gain
utilization of green energy for cellular networks by optani reflects only the slow fading including the path loss and the
ing BSs’ transmit powers. The proposed algorithm achievekadowing. We assume the channel gain is measured at a large
significant on-grid power savings by scheduling the gredime scale, and thus fast fading is not considered.

energy consumption along the time domain for individual BSs In HetNet, the total bandwidth in a BS is determined by
and balancing the green energy consumption among BSs. The network’s frequency planning. Different frequencyseu
authors have also proposed a user association algorithim #teategies result in different inter-BS interference His paper,
jointly optimizes the average traffic delivery latency ahe t we assume the network’s frequency reuse strategy is given

green energy utilizatiori [9]. and static. ThusZ; contains the set of BSs who share the
same spectrum with thgh BS. We assume users experience a
I1l. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION roughly static interference from the interfering BSs. Altigh

In this paper, we consider a HetNet with multiple vpsthe inter-BS interference in HetNet varies depending on the
and SCBSs as shown in Figl 1. Both the MBSs and SCBggtivit?es in th_e in_terfering BSs, the _interference can hal w _
are powered by on-grid power and green energy. We consi&@Prd_'natEd via time domain techn!ques, frequency domain
solar power as the green energy source. We focus on balandffginiaues and power control techniques [17]. Therefore, t
the downlink traffic loads among BSs by designing the gred€r-BS interference can be reasonably modeled as a static
energy and latency aware user association scheme. We adGjte for analytical simplicity. The static inter-BS irfierence
a software-defined radio access network (SoftRAN) architgpodel has alsq b_een adopted in previous works for modeling
ture in which all BSs are controlled by the RAN controllef'® USer association problem [14]. [18]. _

(RANC). The RANC has a global view of BSs’ traffic loads The average traffic load density at locationn the jth BS

and green energy. The user association is optimized by {fe \

RANC. The specific design of the RANC is beyond the scope 0j(x) = M 3)

of this paper. rj(z)

Here, n;(z) is an indicator function. Ifp;(z) = 1, the user

at locationx is associated with thgth BS; otherwise, the
user is not associated with thigh BS. Assuming mobile users
are uniformly distributed in the area and denotidgas the
coverage area of all the BSs, based on EL. (3), we derive the
average traffic loads in thigh BS expressed as

(D) .
Y Macro BS K Small Cell BS @; Solar Power Generator

Fig. 1: A HetNet powered by hybrid energy sources: on-grid pj = / o0j(z)dz. (4)
power and green energy. z€A

, The value ofp; indicates the fraction of time during which
A. Traffic model the jth BS is busy.

Denote B as a set of BSs including both the MBS and We assume that traffic arrival processes at individual loca-
SCBSs. We assume that the traffic arrives according totians are independent. Since the traffic arrival per uniaare
Poisson point process with the average arrival rate per uiita Poisson point process, the traffic arrival in tfie BS,
area at location equaling to\(z), and the traffic size (packetwhich is the sum of the traffic arrivals in its coverage area, i
size) per arrival has a general distribution with the averag Poisson process. The required service time per trafficaarri
traffic size of v(x). Assuming a mobile user at locationfor a user at location: in the jth BS isy; = :_((”;)). Since
a is associated with thgth BS, then the user's downlink () is the average traffic size per arrival which follows a
data rater;(x) that will end up becoming available to thegeneral distribution, the user’s required service timel&® a
user can be generally expressed as a logarithmic functiongofeneral distribution. Hence, a BS's service rate follows a
the perceived SINRSINR;(z), according to the Shannon-general distribution. Therefore, a BS's downlink transita

Hartley theorem[[14], process realizes a M/G/1 processor sharing queue, in which
ri(x) = Wjloga(1 + SINR;(z)), 1) multiple users share the .BS's down_hnk radio r(_esou [19].
. - In mobile networks, various downlink scheduling algorithm
whereW; is the total bandwidth in thgth BS. have been proposed to enable proper sharing of the limited
P;g;(z) radiq resource in a BS[20]. T_hese algorithms are designed to
SINR;(z) = (2) maximize the network capacity, enhance the fairness among

o + Zkezj Ii(2) users, or provision QoS services. According to the schegduli
Here, P; is the transmission power of thi¢h BS,Z; represents algorithm, users are assigned different priorities on islgar
the set of interfering BSs which is defined as the set of B&#s downlink radio resource. As a result, users in different
whose transmission interferes tjta BS’s transmission toward priority groups perceive different average waiting timecg

a user at locationr, I, (z) is the average interference powetraffic arrives at a BS according to Possion arrival statsthe
seen by a user at locatian from the kth BS, o? denotes allowed variation in the average waiting times among dffer
the noise power level ang;(z) is the channel gain betweenpriority groups is constrained by the Conservation Law [19]



Energy Arrival In this paper, instead of investigating how to optimize the

l ve— green energy utilization over the time horizon, we aim talgtu
% how to balance traffic loads among BSs to save on-grid energy
Power Grid within the duration of a traffic balancing procedure. Theref

/5/%’57/ (((g) we assume that the amount of available green energy for

m_@ , powering a BS is a constant within this duration as deterthine
charge controller inverter —Z
Solar Panel

by the charge controller. It is reasonable to assume that the

5 available green energy is constant because the traffic load
balancing process is at a time scale of several minlites [14]
Battely while solar power generation is usually modeled at a timéesca

of an hour[[21]. Denote; as the amount of green energy for
powering thejth BS in a traffic load balancing procedure. If
The integral constraint on the average waiting time in ttre the power consumption of thgh BS is larger tham;, the BS
BS can be expressed as consumes on-grid power. Otherwise, the residual greerggner
will be either stored in battery for future usage or uploatted
- PjE(’Yf) power grid via the smart meter. Since we are not focusing on
7201 py)

optimizing the green energy utilization over the time honiz
o . . ... we simply model the BS’s on-grid energy consumption is zero
This indicates that given the users’ required service timibe Py g 9y P
jth BS, if the scheduling algorithm gives some users high

when the BS’s power consumption is less thgn In other
. . T oo Words, we do not consider the redistribution of the residual
priority and reduces their average waiting time, it williease
the average waiting time of the other users. Therefarg,

green energy in our model.
generally reflects thgth BS’s performance in terms of users

, The BS’'s power consumption consists of two parts: the

" . . . ~ "~ static power consumption and the dynamic power consump-

average waiting time. SmcE(ﬁ) mainly reflects the traffic e P y P P
characteristics, we assume thEl(%?) is roughly constant

Fig. 2: A hybrid energy powered BS.

(®)

tion [22]. The static power consumption is the power con-
sumption of a BS without carrying any traffic load. The

: o . BOD) ; : .
during a user association process and thius= —;*= can dynamic power consumption refers to the additional power
be considered as a constant. Thus, we adopt consumption caused by traffic loads in the BS, which can be
9:p; well approximated by a linear function of the traffic loadg][2
L(p;) = 11—3 (6) Denotep; as the static power consumption of thth BS.
Pi Then, thejth BS’s power consumption can be expressed as

as a general latency indicator for thgh BS. A smaller Bip )
L(p;) indicates that thgth BS introduces less latency to its Pj = PiPi ™ Py
associated users. Therefore, we ugg;) to reflect thejth Here, 8; is the load-power coefficient that reflects the re-
BS’s average traffic delivery latency. lationship between the traffic loads and the dynamic power
consumption in thgth BS. The BS power consumption model
can be adjusted to model the power consumption of either
MBSs or SCBSs by incorporating and tweaking the static
In the network, both MBSs and SCBSs have their owpower consumption and the load-power coefficient. The on-
solar panels for generating green energy. Therefore, B&s$d power consumption in thgth BS is
are powered by hybrid energy sources: on-grid power and
green energy. If green energy generated by its solar panel is
not sufficient, the BS consumes on-grid power. Since MBSs _
usually consume more energy than SCBSs, we assume fhat"roblem formulation
MBSs are equipped with larger solar panels that have a highein determining the user association, the network aims to
energy generation capacity than that of a SCBS. A referersteve for a trade-off between network utilities, e.g., dverage
design of a hybrid energy powered BS [5] is shown in [Hig 2raffic delivery latency and the on-grid power consumption.
The charge controller optimizes the green energy utilirati this paper, we focus on designing a user association ahgorit
based on the solar power intensity, the power consumptiontofenhance the network performance by reducing the average
BSs, and energy prices on power grid. Here, the green enetgffic delivery latency in BSs as well as to reduce the onlk-gri
utilization is optimized over time horizon. For examplee thpower consumption by optimizing the green energy usage.
charge controller may predict the solar power intensity andOn the one hand, to reduce the average traffic delivery
mobile traffic loads in a BS over a certain period of time, ,e.gatency, the network desires to minimize the summation ef th
24 hours. The prediction can be based on statistical data daigncy indicators of BSs. On the other hand, since BSs are
real time weather forecasts. The charge controller acegridi powered by both green energy and on-grid power, the network
the prediction determines how much green energy should $eeks to minimize the usage of on-grid power by optimizing
utilized to power a BS during a specific time period, e.g., titbe utilization of green energy. According to E@J (8), on-
time duration between two consecutive traffic load balagcirgrid power is only consumed when green energy is not
procedures. sufficient in the BS. Whemp,; > ¢;, to alleviate on-grid power

B. Energy model

p; = max (p; — ej, 0). (8)



consumption, theith BS has to reduce its traffic loads. Wewhile minimizing Eq. [11L) as compared with the BSs having
define the green traffic capacity as the maximum traffic loadssmall weight. Therefore, as compared with(p;) < 1,
that can be supported by green energy. Defigtas the green w;(p;) > 1 enables thejth BS to achieve a smaller latency
traffic capacity of thejth BS. Then, indicator. Since

e o dL(p;) ]

e _
j B S1-9) ®) dp; A=p)? 0 a4

Here, ¢ is an arbitrary small positive constant to guarante Smaller latency indicator means less traffic loads injthe

0 < p; < 1. To reduce traffic loads from; to j;, the jth BS BS, Whlch is d_eswable fo_r saving on-grid power |n_y1h BS.
has to shrink its coverage area. As a resul, its traffic load§us: introducing the weights for BSs'’ latency indicatothe
are offloaded to its neighboring BSs and may lead to trafffPiective function enables the green energy aware andctraffi
congestion in the neighboring BSs. The traffic congestigif!ivery latency aware user associatienis a parameter that
increases the average traffic delivery latency of the nétwiar further adjusts the value of the weight according to that of
achieve a trade-off between the average traffic delivesniat the traffic latency indicator and enables the network to r@nt
and the on-grid power consumption, we define the energtp-e trade-off _betwgen the on-grid power consumption and the
latency coefficient in theth BS asf,. We further define the average traffic delivery latency.

desired traffic loads in thgth BS after the energy-latency
trade-off as

p; = max (e, min(

IV. VGALA: A GREENENERGY AND LATENCY AWARE
LOAD BALANCING SCHEME

In this section, we present the vVGALA scheme and prove
Here,0 < 0; < 1. If 6; is set to zero, thgth BS's desired jt5 properties. The VGALA scheme generally consists of
traffic loads are its actual traffic loads without considgriniyree phases. The first phase is the initial user association
green energy. In this case, we consider fite BS being and network measurement, during which the RANC collects
latency-sensitive; otherwise, #; equal to one, thgth BS's  petwork information, e.g., available green energy, traéfads,
desired traffic loads are dominated by its green traffic cpacang ysers’ data rates. The second phase is the user agsociati
and thus the BS is energy-sensitive. The selectiofy oéflects gptimization, in which the RANC optimizes the user associ-
the jth BS's energy-latency trade off that will be discussegtion and derives the corresponding BSs’ operation statuse
in Section[V-B. We assumé; remains constant within the hased on the information collected in the first phase. Here, a
duration of a user association process. BS's operation status reflects the price for a user to acbess t
Since mobile devices are powered by battery, it is desiralgg; | the third phase, the user association is determingetha
to guarantee the energy efficiency of mobile devices whilg, the optimized BSs’ operation statuses and users’ dotwnlin
performing the traffic load balancind [23]. To ensure thgata rates. The major optimization of the VGALA scheme is in
energy efficiency of mobile devices, we restrict a user toy 0njne second phase. To be analytically tractable, we assuane th
associate with the BSs to which the user’s uplink pathloss (i@ the RANC can successfully collect the network inforroati
smaller than a predefined threshold. Considering all the@bG,om all BSs and users, and (2) the users’ data rates do not
factors, the user association (UA) problem is formulated asghange within one user association process. We will evaluat
min ij(pj)L(p,-) (11) these_ as_sumptions in the next section where we discuss the
practicality of the vVGALA scheme.

7 = (1= 0;)p; +0;p;. (10)

jeB
subject to : 0<p;j<l—e o
. A. The vGALA user association scheme
(aj(x) — a™(x))n;(z) <0, . .
. Based on the collected network information, the RANC
Ve e A jeB. (12)

optimizes the user association and derives the optimal BS
Here, o, (z) anda*(z) are the uplink pathloss from the useoperation status. Leveraging the SoftRAN architecture, th
at locationz to the jth BS and the uplink pathloss thresholdRANC has a global view of the traffic loads and the availailit
for the user, respectively. < € < 1 is a small real number to of green energy in the network, to facilitate the user assinsi

ensurep; < 1. p = (p1,p2.--+ , pj5|), and optimization. Howevgr, pwing to _the Igrge number of.useld; an
w(—s) BSs, the user association algorithm if not well designed may
w;(pj) = eI be time consuming and incurs excessive delays. In order to
= erlpi=(1=65)p;=0;5;) efficiently optimize the user association, the VGALA scheme
— 05 (05—53) (13) divides the user association algorithm into two parts: tseru

side algorithm and the BS side algorithm. The user side
In the objective functiony;(p;) indicates the weight of the algorithm calculates the user's BS selection. The BS side
jth BS’s latency indicator. If thgth BS has sufficient green algorithm updates the BS’s operation status calculateddbas
energy f; > p;), 0 <w;(p;) < 1; otherwise,w;(p;) > 1. on the green traffic capacity and the traffic loads. Based en th
This is because when the amount of available green energypdates, the user side algorithm re-calculates the BStsriec
the jth BS is sufficient, the green traffic capacigy, is larger The user association algorithm iterates until it convergéer
thanp;. Then,7; > p; andw; < 1. With a large weight, the the convergence, the optimal BS operation status is olutaine
jth BS has a high priority in reducing its latency indicatoand the optimal user association is subsequently detednine



The information exchanges over the air interface between2) The BS side algorithmUpon receiving vBSs’ operation
users and BSs may introduce additional communication ovstatus updates, virtual users select vBSs according tosée u
head and incur extra power consumption. Leveraging closile algorithm. Then, the coverage area of fttevBS in the
computing and virtualization, the vVGALA scheme generatésh time slot is updated as
virtual users and virtual BSs (vBSs) in the RANC. The _ R
user side algorithm runs on virtual users while the BS side Aj(k) = {z]j = b"(x), Vo € A} (18)
algorithm runs on vBSs. In this way, instead of exchangi . B B
information over the air interface, the virtual users anchBn%en’ given p(k) . (pl(Ak)’f)Q(k)’ o o8 (K)), 6 .

. . . . s (013927"'79\801 andp: (pl,pQ,"',p‘BI), thejth vBS’s
can iteratively update their information locally withineth i ! . : .
. o . : perceived traffic loads in thith time slot is
RANC. Here, the virtualization only virtualizes the compu*

tation resources for BSs and users rather than virtualzZing a . .
their functions. M; (p(k)a 0. p) = min (Aej(k) 9j (I)dIa 1- 6)- (19)
1) The user side algorithmWe define the time interval

between two consecutive BS selection updates as a time sRificed andp are assumed not to chanAge within the duration of
At the beginning of thé:th time slot, vBSs send their operatiorft US€r association process,; (p(k), 8, p) evolves based only

statuses to virtual users. Let on p(k). Thus, we uselM;(p(k)) instead ofM;(p(k), 6, p)
for simplicity in the following analysis.
U(p) = Z w;(p;)L(p;)- (15) After having derived the perceived traffic loads, iftle vBS

ieB updates its traffic loads as
The jth vBS'’s operation status in thieth time slot is defined pji(k+1) =6(k)p;(k) + (1 —0(k))M;(p(k)).  (20)

as Here,0 < §(k) < 1 is a system parameter calculated by the

RANC t bl
6ips(h)) = i) o enable
0,0 i =23 (5, p; (k) — K,p; (k)* = 1) v(p(k+1))
= (1— p; (k)2 : < P(p(k) +s(1—3(k) > &5 (p; (k) (M;(p(k)) — pj (k)
(16) jeB

(21)

Here, thejth vBS is mapped to thgth BS in the mobile Here o < ¢ < 0.5 is a constant. In thék + 1)th time slot, the
network. jth vBS’s operation status is; (p; (k+1)). The pseudo code of
Let B(z) = {jloy(z) < a*(z)} be the set of BSs whosethe BS sid algorithm is presented in Alg. 2. The computationa
uplink pathloss is less than the user's pathloss threshofgmplexity of the BS side algorithm is determined by the
Assignr;(z) = ¢, Vj € B\ B(z) where( is a very small “whjle” loop whose running time depends on the convergence
positive number that approaches zero. This is equivalentdp(p(k)). When(p(k)) is closer to the optimal value, it
restricting the user from associating with the BSs out#ide). may take longer time to find(k). In the following, we will
Then, the BS selection rule for a user at locatiortan be analyze the convergence of the VGALA scheme, which reflects
expressed as the computational complexity of the BS side algorithm.

b*(x) = arg max % (17)  Algorithm 2: The BS Side Algorithm
Input : Users’ vBS selectionb®(z),Vx € A;
Here, b*(z) is the index of the vBS selected by the virtual Output: vBSs’operation statusy;(p;(k +1)),Vj € B;
user at locationr in the kth time slot. The pseudo code of1 VBSs measure their perceived traffic loads;(p(k));
the user side algorithm is shown in Alg. 1. The computational Assigné(k) = 0;
complexity of the user side algorithm for an individual uger 3 while Eq. (21) is not truedo

O(|B)). 4 | 6(k)=1-¢&1—6(k)), here,0 <& < 1is areal
number;
Algorithm 1: The User Side Algorithm 5 VBSs update their traffic loads:

pi(k+1) = 0(k)p;(k) + (1 — (k) M;(p(k));

Input : BSs' operation statusp; (p;(k)), j € B; 6 Calculate¢;(p;(k + 1)) based orp;(k+ 1), Vj € B;

Output: The BS selectionb®(z);
1 Estimate the uplink pathlossi;();
2 Find B(x) = {jla;(z) < a*(z)};
3 Assignr;(z) = ¢, Vj € B\ B(x);
4 Find b*(z) = argmax;cp %;

B. The convergence of vVGALA

In order to prove the convergence of VGALA, we first prove
that the vBSs’ traffic load vector converges. The feasibte se



for the UA problem is BecauseM (p(k)) # p(k), there existsj € B such that

n;(z) # n,(x), € A. Hence,
F =A{plp; =/ Agj(:c)dx,
xre

M () —n;(x) 0 28
0<pi-a Y n -1, 2@ oyt < 29)
Jep and (V¥(p) | p=p(r), M(p(K)) = p(k)) < 0. m

n;i(x) = {0,1}, Vj € B, Vz € A} (22) . .
Theorem 1. The traffic load vectop converges to the traffic

Sincen;(x) = {0, 1}, F is not a convex set. Thus, the trafficoad vectorp* € F.
updates in Eq[{20) cannot guarantee the updated traffis load )
are in the feasible set. In order to show the convergence of 700 Since > ;c5(M;(p(k)) — p;(K))d;(p;(k)) < 0
VGALA, we first relax the constraint to lét < »;(x) < 1 and when M_(p(k)) # _p(k)' Alg. IZ ensuresy(p(k + 1)) =
then prove the traffic load vector converges to the trafficlod’(P(k)) in each time slot. S|nc?/)(p). > 0, ¥(p) wil
vector that is in the feasible set. Define converge. Let)(p) converge toy(p*). Since

S . plk+1) = 6(k)p(k) + (1 — 3(k))(M p(k))
7= teles /zeﬁ’]( e = p(k) + (1= 6(k) (M (p(k)) — p(k)),  (29)

0<p;<l—e > mi(x)=1, M (p) and p will converge top*. BecauseM (p+) is derived

J€B based on the user side algorithm whefé(x) = {0,1},Vj €

0<n(x) <1,VjeB, Vxe A} (23) B, z € A, p* is in the feasible seF. u

as the relaxed feasible set. Corollary 1. The vBSs’ operation status;(p,), Vj € B,

converges tap;(pj)-

Proof: Within the duration of a user association process,
r 05, a_ndﬁj are constant. Thus);(p;) is only determined
by p;. Sincep; converges to?, ¢;(p;) converges tap;(p;).

Lemma 1. The relaxed feasible sé% is a convex set.

Proof: The lemma is proved by showing that the et 9
contains any convex combination of the traffic load vegior
[ |

[ |
Lemma 2. 1(p) is a strong convex function ¢f whenp is Sincew(p) is a strong convex function, there exigts> 0
defined inF. and Q > 0 such thatgI < ?¢(p) < QI, p € F [24].

Denotey (p*) as the optimal solution)(p(k + 1)) is said to
be thee suboptimal solution if)(p(k+1)) —(p*) < e where
e > 0 is a small real number.

Proof: The lemma is proved by showing?y(p) = qI
whereq = 4e~! and I is an identity matrix. |

Let M(p) = {Mi(p), M2(p), -, M5/ (p)}- o _
i Lemma 4. The number of iterations required to ensure
Lemma 3. When M (p(k)) # p(k), M(p(k)) provides a G(p(k + 1)) —(p*) < e is at most equal to

descent direction of)(p) at p(k). log(#(p(1)) — $(0*)/e)

Proof: Since (p) is a convex function, proving the log 1/ (30)
lemma is equivalent to prove

wherez = 1 — min{2qs, 2¢<¢{/Q} < 1 and p(1) is the initial

(VY(P)lp=p(r): M (p(k)) — p(k)) < 0. (24) traffic load vector.
Let 7;(z) andn;(z) be the user association indication of the ~ Proof: The lemma is proved in Appendix A. [ |
jth BS that result in the traffic load/;(p(k)) and p;(k), Eq. (30) indicates that)(p) converges at least as fast as
respectively. a geometric series. Such convergence is called linear conve
gence in the context of iterative numerical methiod [24]. The
(VY (P)lo=pr), M (p(k)) — p(k)) (25)  humber of iterations required far(p) to converge depends on
= Z(Mj(p(k)) —pi(k))pi(p;(k)) the gap betweem(p(1)) and)(p*), ¢, andz. Given the gap
jeB and the value ok, a smallerz enables faster convergence.
fmeA Ma)v(x) (7 (x) — n;(x))d By properly selectings and &, we can reduce the value of
= Z z, and thus reduce the number of iterations required for the

jeB ri(@)o; (pi (k) convergence. However, how to optimize the value @nd¢

_ / Az)v(z) nj(:v)_—l n;(x) . is beyond the scope of this paper.
zeA 5 ri(@)e5 (i (F))
C. The optimality of vVGALA
X 1, for j = b*(x) Since the vBSs' traffic load vector convergegptg we show
fj(x) = { (26)  that the corresponding user association minimizés).

Since

0, for otherwise,
. Theorem 2. SupposéF is not empty and the traffic load vector
M <0. (27) converges topx, the user association corresponding e
5 i@ (ps(K)) minimizesy (p).



Proof: Denote n* = {n;(z)n;(x) = {0,1}, Vj € Proof: Since f(p;) is positive, convex and non decreas-
B, Vo € A} andn = {n;(z)n;(z) = {0,1}, Vj € B, Vo € ing, f(p;) > 0, f"(p;) > 0, and f'(p;) > 0. Because
A} as the user association corrgspondin@%oand any other wj(p;) >0, wj(p;) > 0, andw;(p;) > 0,
traffic load vectorp € F, respectively.

2 (0 .
Let Ap* = p — p*. Sincew(p) is a convex function over 9 Yjes wJQ(pﬂ)f(pﬂ)
p, proving the theorem is equivalent to prove Op;
= wj(p;)f(ps) +2wi(p) [ (p;) +w;(ps) " (p))
_ *,A * > 0 31 7 J J VAL J I\ J
(VY(P)lp=p+, OP") = (31) - @37)
(TU(P)] p=pr> LP*) (32) Here,qis a positive number. Lek be an identity matrix. Since
= (pj = 0});(p}) 0% jenwi(pi)f(ps) oy
_ 3 (0. = 38
o L M) — @) onon e
z)v(x)(n;(x) —nt(x))de - -
_ Z zEA 11 - J V¥ (p) > qI. Therefore)(p) is a strong convex function
jeB ri(@)e; " (p5) overp, pc F. ]
:/ )\(x)y(x)zwdx. Theorem 3. If the jth BS's network performance metric,
z€A jeB ri(2); (P;k-) f(p;), is positive, convex and non decreasing oygrVj € B,

. . . the UAG problem can be solve by the vGALA scheme.
According to the user side algorithm,

Proof: In order to guarantee the convergence and the

“(z) = 1, for j = arg maIiqu;i((;,f)) (33) optimality of the VGALA schemey)(p) has to be strongly
n\r) = 0, for otherwise, ' convex overp € F. According to th(_e~aboye lemma, ff(p;)
is positive, convex and non decreasitigp) is a strong convex
Therefore, function. Thus, the VGALA framework can be utilized to solve
Z (@) ) () the UAG problem. in whichf(p;) is the jth BS’s network
— =< Z — (34) performance metric. ]
JeB rj(x)%' (pj) JeB rj(x)%' (pj)
Hence, (V1 (p)| p—p-, Ap*) > 0. m V. THE PRACTICALITY OF THE VGALA SCHEME

In this section, we first present how to put the vGALA
framework into practice and evaluate the assumptions made
for developing the scheme. Then, we discuss two relatedsssu

In determining the user association, the VGALA schenmn applying the vVGALA scheme: the energy-latency trade-off
strives for a balance between the green energy utilizatiand the admission control mechanism.
and the network performance. In the problem formulation,

w;(p;) and L(p;) model the green energy utilization and th
network performance, respectively. Singg(p,;) and L(p;) ] ) )
are functions of the traffic loag;, they are coupled by;. In practlce_ll cellular n_etworks, the traffic load balancing
L(p;) is a general latency indicator derived under the M/G@mong BSs is usually triggered by network-level events, e.g
processor sharing queue model. In practical networkdijarafSome BSs are congested while others are lightly loadedgrath
arrivals may follow arbitrary distributions rather thana@iggon than by user-level events, e.g., a few users’ movement and
distribution. In addition, the network operators may aim tfata rate changes. Since a BS's traffic loads are determined b
represent the network performance with other metrics austethe average traffic load density of its coverage area, withou
of the average traffic delivery latency. It is desirable tthet CONSsidering green energy, it is reasonable to reduce a BS's
VGALA framework can be applied to a collection of networi€overage area to avoid traffic congestion if the traffic load
performance models. Denofép;) as a function of the traffic density of the BS’s coverage area is increasing. Therefore,
load p; that models theth BS’s performance. Define the use® BS's traffic load can be derived based on the location-

association problem with a generalized network perforrean@ased traffic load density that reflect the traffic load dgnsit
model, f(p,), as the UAG problem expressed as at a location. Thus, for practical implementation, the v@AL

scheme collects the location-based traffic load densitytaad
network green energy information in the first phase as shown

D. The generalization of vVGALA

. Putinto practice

min ij (pi)f(pj) (35) in Fig.[3. Given a specific location, it is realistic to assume
jeB that BSs’ downlink data rates to users at the location are not
subject to : 0<p;<l-—e (36) changing during a traffic load balancing period. Notice tivat

modeling the traffic load in the UA problem, we differentiate
Lemma 5. If f(p;) is positive, convex and non decreasing@isers by their locations. Therefore, the VGALA scheme is
over p;, Vj € B, ¥(p) = > ;cpw;i(p;)f(p;) is convex over compatible with the input of the location-based traffic load
pelF. density and the location-based downlink data rates.



1¥ phase 2" phase 3" phase is the energy-latency coefficient of a BS. It reflects indixat
' ' ' ' BSs’ operation strategies. A BS with a large(d — 1)

[ network ] RANC indicates that the BS is energy-sensitive. When a BS chooses
green energy ' a smalléd (¢ — 0), the BS is latency-sensitive. Therefore, by
T VGALA chooging the value of, a.BS adapts its sensitivity a_lbout Fhe
traffic load Stas on-grid power consumption and the average traffic delivery
T Iatency. Henced is chosen by individual BSs based on their
- operation strategies.
~<_ r is chosen by the RANC based on the global view of green
T energy status and the mobile traffic demands. Gigeand
the available green energy, (p;) grows exponentially as the
Fig. 3: The practical implementation of vGALA traffic demand increases. For a largew;(p;) grows faster

In th d oh the VGALA sch ol ¢ dthan it does with a smalk. This indicates that the vVGALA
n the second phase, the v scheme implemented dly, o e s more energy-sensitive wheiis assigned a larger

the_ RANC opt|m|;es the user association and Qer|ves Fvglue. Whenx keeps increasing, the VGALA scheme will
optimal BS operation status based on the network mformaugerform similarly as a solely energy-aware user assogiatio

collected in the first phase. The optimization can be trigder cheme. On the other hand, when- 0, the VGALA scheme

elth_er periodically or by some predefmed’events, €9. & B%ﬁ a solely latency-aware user association scheme. Iniaddit
traffic loads exceed a threshold or a BS’s green energy ufl-

T . <0, < <0; < k. i
lization is lower than a threshold. What are the best stmg%gcﬁq%i;i dolj aI_Blég’ c a%agili?y -irnhl;?j'art?n;atlﬁs gﬁerrilt-nfmt;
for triggering the traffic '0?‘0' balancing can be deu:T‘rmmetrade—off. The adaptation of can be triggered by either green
_?_{1 net\/\;orkt o??Lators an% |shbeyondttrt1e ;gope of tt.hls pfrt)gﬁ'ergy changes or the mobile traffic demand changes. For

€ output of the second phase 1s the operation s aé')%ample, when the network experiences heavy traffic loads,
based on which the user association is determined in the thtll[I

h In this ph s BS iati be deét e RANC will focus on balancing the traffic loads to reduce
phase. In this phase, a users association can be deeimig ook congestion. In this case, the RANC may choose
in either centralized or distributed fashion. In the firssea

. a smallx to give a high priority to the latency awareness in
users send their data rate measurements to the RANC, %?g;lcing the traffic loads. On the other hand, if the network

the RANC determines the users’ BS associations based on ihe

. experiences light traffic loads, the RANC may increas®
BS operation status and the users’ date rates. In the Secgpngphasize theggreen energy usage y

case, the RANC may simply let BSs broadcast their operation
statuses, and based on which individual users decide tiveir o o )
BS associations. The users’ BS selections may change fheAdmission control mechanism
location-based traffic load density. Individual BSs tratesithe ~ The necessary condition for the convergence and optimality
users’ BS selections to location-based traffic load derssity of the vVGALA scheme is that the UA problem is feasible. In
report it to the RANC. other words, the BSs’ traffic loads should be within the flelesi

In the VGALA scheme, the user association is optimizeskt defined in Eq.[{22). When the traffic loads are beyond
with the consideration of both the average traffic delivenhe network capacity, the UA problem is no longer feasible.
latency and the green energy usage. From users’ pointAs a result, the properties of the VGALA scheme will not
view (who may not care about the green energy usage), theyld. Therefore, the admission control mechanism is necgss
may seek to maximize their performance and violate the B& the vGALA scheme to ensure the feasibility of the UA
selection rule in the vVGALA scheme. However, the users, problem. Thus, the purpose of proposing a simple admission
fact, do not have any clue on maximizing their own QoSontrol mechanism is to ensure that the vVGALA scheme works
According to Eq. [(II7), a user's BS selection is based @ven under very heavy traffic load condition (when the UA
both r;(z) and ¢,(p;). Here, ¢;(p;) is determined by both problem is not feasible) rather than to reduce either theggne
the jth BS’s traffic loads and its available green energy. Bonsumption or average traffic delivery latency of the nekwo
user’s average traffic delivery latency is determined byhbot Denotey(z) as the admission control coefficient for a user
the downlink data rate and the traffic loads of the associatletated ate. 0 < p(x) < 1 indicates the probability that a user
BS. Since the users do not know the traffic loads of BSs, theé locationz is admitted to the network. The RANC assigns
users have no clue about which BS can provide them the bgét) to a user at location. (x) does not depend on the user’s
QoS. Simply selecting a BS with the larges{x) may lead BS selection. In other words, no matter which BS is selected
the users to a highly congested BS and degrade the users’ QnSa user, the user’s admission control coefficient does not
Thus, the users do not have obvious incentives to counterfghiange. Thus, integrating admission control mechanisns doe

their measurement reports. not change the BS selection rule of the users. The coverage
area of a BS, e.g4,(k), is still calculated by Eq[{18). Owing
B. The energy-latency trade-off adaptation to the admission control, the traffic load measurement in the

The vGALA scheme provides two parameters for adaptiﬂéh VBS is revised as
the trade-off between the on-grid power consumption and the M

(p(k)) = mi (x)dx,1 — €). 39
average traffic delivery latency. The parameterstaaadr. 0 5(p(k) mm(/mejj(k)u(x)gj(x) “ 2 (39)
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(a) Green energy aware (GA). (b) Latency aware (LA). (c) VGALA (0 = 0.8, k = 4).

Fig. 4: The coverage areas of different user associatioansek.

The vBS updates its traffic loads based on Eg] (20). load-power coefficient of the MBS and the SCBS are 500
With the admission control, the RANC is able to restrict thand 4, respectively( [22]. The solar cell power efficiency is

traffic loads in the network to ensure the UA problem beint7.4% [25]. We assume that the weather condition is the

feasible. The relaxed feasible set for the UA problem witstandard condition which specifies a temperature gf@5an

admission control is irradiance of 1000//m?, and an air mass of 1.5 spectrum.
. Thus, the green energy generation rate is W#m?. The
F=Aplp; = / p(x)e;(x)d, solar panel sizes are randomly selected but ensure the green
ved power generation capacity of MBSs from 780 to 1300W
O<pj=l-p¢ an(a:) =1, while that of SCBS from 37V to 48 1. BSs’ energy-latency
jeb coefficients are set to be the same. The total bandwidth is

0<n(x) <1, VjeB, Vo A} (40) 20 MHz in which 10 M Hz is exclusively used by MBSs
hand the other 1/ H = is allocated to SCBSs. The frequency
Jeuse factor for each system (MBSs and SCBSs) is one. The

does not change the objective function of the UA problencr.hannel propagation model is based on COST 231 Walfisch-

Thus, LemmdX also holds. By applying the similar ana|ys|l§egami [26]. The model and parameters are summarized in

presented in Sectiods VB afd T¥-C, we can prove that th@Pell- HerePLarps andPLsc ps are the path loss between

VGALA scheme still enables the convergence of the trafffd€ users and MBSs and SCBSs, respectively.the distance
loads and obtains the optimal solution to the UA problem withetween users and BSs.
the admission control.

Since0 < u(z) < 1is a constant, Lemnid 1 still holds, whic
means thatF is a convex set. Integrating admission contr

A. Performance comparison

V1. SIMULATION RESULTS We compare the vVGALA scheme with a green energy aware
(GA) user association scheme and a latency aware (LA) user
TABLE I: Channel Model and Parameters association scheme. The GA scheme solves the green energy
5 aware problem (GAP) formulated as
arameters Value
PLy s (dB) PLyps = 128.1 + 37.6log (d) . .
PLscps (dB) PLscrs = 38 + 10logyo(d). o > max(p; —e;,0) (41)
Rayleigh fading 9dB jEB
Shadowing fading || 5dB subject to : 0<p;<1l—ce (42)
Ant_enna gain 15dB
Noise power level || -174dBm The LA scheme solves the latency aware problem (LAP) as
Receiver sensitivity|| -123 dBm
min > L(p)) (43)
We set up system level simulations to investigate the per- . jeB
formance of the VGALA scheme for the downlink traffic load subjectto:  0<p;<1—e (44)

balancing in HetNet. In the simulation, three MBSs and SeVeNag shown in Figs[l4, different user association schemes
SCBSs are randomly deployed irz@00m x 2000m aréa. The oqyt in different traffic load distribution among BSs. et
tr{;\fﬁc arrival in the area follows the_ Poisson point ProcesR) re, the coverage areas of different BSs are filled with
V‘{'th the average arnvgl rate equallpg t-o_ 200: The traffigiterent colorB. A larger coverage area indicates the BS
size per arrival is 25@ibits. The area is divided into 40000serves more traffic loads. The first, second and third BSs are

locations with each location representing@n x 10m area. \igss and the other BSs are SCBSs. Taking the coverage
The Iocgtlon-based traffic _Ioad density is calc_ulated based ;.o of the 5th BS as an example, as compared with the
the traffic model. The static power consumption of the MBS

and the SCBS are 750V and 37W, respectively[[22]. The  2The white color indicates the coverage area of the second BS.
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Fig. 6: The performance of VGALA with various (f = 1).

GA scheme (Fig[4a), the LA scheme significantly reducesdr interface by virtualizing users and BSs in the RANC to
the BS’s coverage area as shown in Higl 4b. The 5th BSnulate the interactions between users and BSs.

has sufficient green energy. Therefore, the GA scheme will

redirect more traffic loads to the BS to minimize the on-grig  parformance adaptation

power consumption. The LA scheme, which does not consider. h de-off b h id . d
the energy usage, balances the traffic loads among BSs t € trade-off between the on-grid power consumption an

minimize the average traffic delivery latency. As a restig t the a&/er.agf]trafﬁc deliverr]y Iatenqy can Ee adarf)ted bfy angist
LA scheme limits the traffic loads in the BS. Considering botfi, 2"d¢ in the VGALA scheme. Fid.J6 shows the performance

the power consumption and the average traffic delivery taytenOf X‘LGAVG'?;LA scheme with di:eriik' E;}y varyinh%]en, the
the VGALA scheme slightly reduces the BS’s coverage arggl;d fsc eml_ek mz;y act asht € hsc eme w nh—> 0
as shown in Fig_4c to obtain a trade-off between the on-g/id PEorms like the GA scheme when— co. As shown

power consumption and the average traffic delivery Ia’[ency!n Fig. |] givens, adjustingQ has a limited performan(?e
. h h de-off achieved by th h adaptation. In other words, defines a performance adaptation
Fig.[3 shows the trade-off achieved by the VGALA sche nge and adjusting can only adapt the performance within

between the on-grid energy consumption and the average range. As discussed in SectlmV-B, the selectiofl &

consumptilcm:f the LA, tge YEAhLALan rt]he GAhscheGH'Aw‘eL f x is chosen based on network conditions, e.g., the traffic
respectively. As compared with the LA scheme, the VGALR,,  jntensity and the available green energy. However, how

scheme consumes 30% less on-grid power. [E1l. Sb shows qz)abptimize these values is beyond the scope of this paper.
the average traffic delivery latency of the VGALA scheme is

only 8% more than that of the LA scheme. While the GA _ )

scheme significantly reduces the on-grid power consumptidn Green energy generation rate evaluation

it increases the traffic delivery latency by about 48% perasn  The amount of green energy in BSs impacts the performance
compared with the vVGALA scheme. Here, the latency indicatof the vVGALA scheme. In Fid.18, the x-axis is the solar cell
equals tozjeB L(p;). The above observation indicates thapower efficiency. As the solar cell power efficiency enhances
the VGALA scheme achieves a preferable trade-off: savirige amount of green energy in BSs will increase. As shown
30% on-grid power at the cost of 8% increase in the averaigeFig. [8a, the on-grid power consumption of BSs decreases
traffic delivery latency. In addition, as shown in FId. 5, thas the solar cell power efficiency increases. This is because
VGALA scheme requires about 60 iterations to converge to theore green energy is available in BSs. With the increase
optimal solution. On the one hand, it proves that the vVGALAf the solar cell power efficiency, the performance on the
scheme converges fast. On the other hand, it indicateshtbat average traffic delivery latency can be divided into fouioag
VGALA scheme avoids the communication overhead over tls shown in Fig[C8b. In the first region (R1), all BSs do
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Fig. 8: The performance of VGALA versus solar cell power éficy ¢ = 0.8, k = 4).

not have sufficient green energy to offset their static powproven to have similar performance as optimal traffic batemc
consumption. As a result, BSs’ green traffic capacities are.z schemes in term of maximizing network utilitiéd [1]] [8]. i§h

In this condition, the VGALA scheme performs like the LAsimulation evaluates the traffic balancing performancehef t
scheme. In the second region (R2), the green traffic capacitVGALA scheme and the CRE approach. For the vGALA
of BSs start to impact the traffic load balancing. The traffischeme, the simulation follows Sectibn V-A to obtain the
loads will be directed to BSs that have sufficient green gnergptimal BS operation status based on the location-basit tra
Meanwhile, the vVGALA scheme avoids to excessively increaed density of the coverage area and the available green
the average traffic delivery latency. In the region, greegzrgy energy. We adopt the two-tier data rate bias approach as the
is not sufficient in the network. Thus, the major strategyis {CRE approach and assume that BSs in the same tier have the
trade the average traffic delivery latency for saving omtgridata rate bias. In the simulation, MBSs are in the first tieitevh
power. However, as the solar power efficiency increasesesoBCBSs are in the second tier. In the data rate bias approach,
BSs may have sufficient green energy and they start tradiagiser selects the BS to maximize the biased data rate.

their green energy for reducing the average traffic delivery

latency in the network (the solar power efficiency falls betw b(x) = arg g Zjrj(z)- (45)

16% and 17%). This event reflects the local energy-latenc .

trade-off among several BSs. In the third region (R3), as thi€"e b(«) and Z; are the index of the selected BS and the
solar cell power efficiency further increases, the traffiado dat@ rate bias of thgth BS. The data rate bias of a MBS is
balancing becomes more flexible with respect to the gre8R€: The data rate bl_ases are selected for SCBSs to minimize
energy constraint, which enables the VGALA scheme to furth}) the average traffic delivery latency, (2) the overall on-
reduce the average traffic delivery latency. In both regi@n FIrid power consumption, and (3)(p). Define these data rate
and R3, the VGALA scheme determines the trade-off betweBlfSes as (1) CREA (latency-aware), (2) CREGA (green

the on-grid power consumption and the average traffic defiveEn€rgy-aware), and (3) CREG (latency and green energy-
latency. In the fourth region (R4), all BSs have sufficiersegr 2Ware), respectively. _

energy to operate with full traffic loads. In other words, the 'N the simulation, the BS operation status and the data
green traffic capacities of all the BSs equal to one. Thu:ergrerate blase_s are calculat_ed bas_ed on the chatlon-baséd traf
energy is no longer a concern in balancing the traffic load affRfd density generated in previous simulations. We rangoml

the VGALA scheme acts as the LA scheme. generate users’ locations using Poisson point prEcm'i:h
average rate equalling to 200 in the area. The average traffic
D. Practicality evaluation size per user is 25@&bits. We run the simulation 10000

The Ce”. range ?XpanSion (CR_E) approach is one of thesrpe poisson point process is the same as the Poisson poagsprosed
most practical traffic load balancing approach and has beemenerate the location-based traffic load density.
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(a) The on-grid power consumption. (b) The average traffic delivery latency.

Fig. 9: The performance of vVGALA versus CRE £ 0.8).

times to evaluate the performance of different approaches i APPENDIXA
terms of the average traffic delivery latency and the average PROOF OFLEMMA [4]

on-grid power consumption. As shown in F[d. 9, CREA Let Ap(k) = M(p(k)) — p(k). The termination condition

achieves the minimum on-grid energy consumption amoRg ihe BS side algorithm (Ald]2) can be expressed as
all the schemes. However, the average traffic delivery tten

of CRE_GA is significantly larger than other schemes. As Y(p(k+1))
compared with CRELA and_ CRELG, the vGALA scheme <Y(p(k)) +<(1 —6(k) v (p)" A p(k) (46)
not only saves the on-grid energy consumption but also ) o
reduces the average traffic delivery latency. For the vGALRINCe Ap(k) is a descent direction of (p(k)), Ap(k) can
scheme, wher increases, the scheme is to gradually prioritiZ8€ replaced by- 7 ¢:(p). Thus, the termination condition of
saving on-grid energy in balancing the traffic loads, as shoMd: 2 can be rewritten as
in Fig. 93, at the cost of a small increase of the average E+1)) < ) — (1 — 5(k 2 47
traffic delivery latency as shown in Fig.19b. For the CRB el ) < vlpk) =< W7ol (47)
scheme, increasing does not effectively adjust the energyNext, we will prove that the termination condition is sagsfi
latency trade-off as the VGALA scheme does. This indicategienever) < 1 — (k) < 1/Q. Sincey(p) = QI, we can
the tier-based data rate bias approach may not perform wégrive, according to_[24],
on jointly optimizing the utilization of green energy anceth

o Ch g d % w(p(k +1)) <

network utilities. 1 — 5k
wlo) + (=02 55 vl @8)

When0 <1-4(k) <1/Q, (=3k)Q 1 < —1/2. Therefore,

2
Y(p(k+1)) <
VIl. CONCLUSION (1—45(k))

v(p(k) — ==l v v (o)l (49)

Since0 < ¢ < 0.5, — =2 < (1 —§(k))s. Thus, we have
In this paper, we have proposed a traffic load balancing

framework referred to as VGALA. During the procedure of ¢(p(k+1)) <u(p(k)) — (1 = 6(k))s|| 7 ¢(p)3,  (50)

establishing user association, the VGALA scheme not Or\%ich satisfies the termination condition of Ald. 2. Therefo

c_onsid_ers the network performance, e.g., the average trﬁf@.terminates either with (k) = 0 or (1 — é(k)) equaling
fic delivery latency, but also adapts to the availability o[fO a value that is larger thagyQ

green energy. Various properties, in particular, convecge
of VGALA, have been proven. The vGALA scheme reduces
the on-grid power consumption with a little sacrifice of the P(p(k+1)) < P(p(k)) —<ll v v(p)l3. (51)
average traffic delivery latency. The trade-off between the .
network performance and the on-grid power consumptionnlr% the second casg(— d(k)) = £/@Q), we can derive that
adjustable in individual BSs and controllable t_)y the radio P(pk +1)) <Y(p(k)) —<£/Q VﬂJ(P)Hg- (52)
access network controller. The vGALA scheme includes both

the user side algorithm and the BS side algorithm. To avoldUs;

the extra communication overheads, the VGALA scheme, ,(k + 1)) < 4 (p(k)) — min{c, <£/Q w(ip)|2. (53
leveraging the SoftRAN architecture, introduces virtus¢ns (el _ ) < vlelk) .{ <&/QH v PPl (53)
and vBSs to simulate the interactions between users and BS#tractingy(p*) from both side, we have

thus significantly reducing the information exchanges dker _ £ <

air interface. The extensive simulation results have weadid Vlp(k+1)) :p(p ) - )
the performance and the practicality of the VGALA scheme. P(p(k)) — ¢ (p*) — min{s, <&/Q}H| 7 ¢ (p)ll2- (54)

In the first cased(k) = 0), we have



SinceqI < 7% (p), according to[[24], [16]

|7 (k)3 > 2q(¢(p(k)) — b(p"))- (55)
Combining these together, we can derive that [17]
Y(pk+1)) —(p") <
(1 —min{2¢s, 2455/ Q}) (Y (p(k)) — ¥ (p7)).  (56) [18]

Let z 1 — min{2¢s, 2¢<£/Q} and apply the inequality
recursively, we find that
d(p(k+1)) —v(p") < 2 (W(p(1) =¥ (p*).  (57)

Let 2% (¢(p(1)) — ¥(p*)) = ¢ we derive that the number of
iteration required to achieve optimality is

;o = los((D(p(1)) —v(p"))/€)
log1/z '

[19]

[20]

[21]

(58)
[22]
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